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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of: 



Examiner: Shen, Qun 



Sung-Ilc Park et al. 



Art Unit: 2617 



Application No. 10/586,825 



Confirmation No.: 8986 



Filed: August 14, 2008 

For: APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR 

MODULATING OF ON-CHANNEL REPEATER 



Mail Stop: issni: 
Commission for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



This is in response to a Notice of Allowability, mailed 09/1 2/'2() 1 1 , wherein, on the Notice of 
Allowability, Form PTOL-37, paragraph number 4. b) 3. which states: "Some copies of the certified 
copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the 
International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a))." 

In response, as shown on the enclosed Office Action Summary, Part of Paper No./Mail Date 
20110317, and page 2 of the Office Action Summary, Priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19 is acknowledged and 
certified copies of ALL the priority documents have been received. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant requests issuance of a corrected Notice of Allowability 
confirming Priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9 that ALL copies of the certified copies of the priority documents 
have been received in the National Stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 



RESPONSE TO NOI IC F. OF ALLOWABILITY 



Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 




1279 Oakmead Parkway 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-4040 
Telephone (408) 720-8300 
Facsimile (408) 720-8383 
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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



10/586,825 



Applicant(s) 
PARK ET AL 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on tho cover sheet with tlic correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A Sf lOr^ I ( NED STATUTORY PPR\OD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRf M0N7M(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS 
WHICHLVEK IS LONGER, FROM ( I IL MAILING DATE Of- THIS COMMUNICA I ION 

- Extensions of time may be available und,-rlhf(ii<.viMi.ti-,(.f 37 CFR1 136(a) Innoeverit ',.,m-vfi m.iv ,i i.-nlv be t,m<.|v til,.(l 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from me mailing dm,- ■,lii,i-.<.„fmminication . ? u „i,,y mcu 

- If NO period fof rspjy is sp«««d above, tin- nij,<iitium statutoiy period will apply and will t>x|.iru MX (r,j M( iNFII'; fiom tti.- m.iilin'j ri,ili- o( the, ( .mimtiiiK jlion 
c,.i„«.«»_ . . lodforreplywill.bystatute, cause the application to beconneABANDONEO (35 use §133) 

ee months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
1.704(b). ' 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 June 2010 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 1,6-9 and 14-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1. 6-9 and 14-16 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)H The drawing(s) filed on 6/17/10 is/are: a)H accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawjng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)l3 All b)n Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. KI Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



1 ) m Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) (_] Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infonnal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 2/24/11 . 6) □ Other: . 

S. Patent and Trademark Office ~ — — — — — — 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 201 10317 



Application/Control Number: 10/586,825 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2617 

DETAILED ACTION 
This communication is a non Final Action on the merits. Claims 1 , 6-9, 14-16, 
after amendment, are currently pending and have been considered below. 



Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co.. 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 11966) . that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: (See MPEP Ch. 
2141) 

Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims in issue; 

Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art; and 

Evaluating evidence of secondary considerations for indicating obviousness 

or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 



over AAPA (Applicant Admitted Prior Art (hereinafter AAPA), In view of NPL, 



